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Recognition, practice and influencing factors of filial piety: The rural adult son
shared decision-making with their parents as the analysis object
CAl Ling
(Institute of Sociology, Hubei Academy of Social Sciences, Wuhan, Hubei 430077, China)

Abstract: This thesis is based on 201 questionnaire data and part of observable information of bivariate probit model in
Hubei Province. And it analyzed comparatively on whether there exists identity differences between parents and children on
the filial piety concept in “living together after marriage” and “caring for parents”. The result shows that offspring have
higher identity than their parents in the idea of “living together after marriage” and “caring for parents”, so they don’t support
the idea that the traditional filial piety is gradually disappeared. In co-decision making model, there is a positive correlation
between the offspring’s “living together after marriage” and their living together will. But the parents’ idea has no obvious
effects on the offspring in the concept of “living together after marriage”. Moreover, the idea of “children caring for parents”
has no obvious effects on the children’s shared decision-making, but there is a negative correlation between the parents idea
of “caring for parents””and the children’s shared decision-making. What’s more, factors such as age, being eldest son, or

whether having other brothers have no obvious effects on the idea of living together with parents.
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